
Date lOll3l2003 Time 1 27 50 PM Page 1 Of 1 From Faten To Mrs Jane Powell 

The Embassy of Jordan, in partnership with the 
Smithsonian Institution 

invites you to attend a series of film and lectures: 

"Celebrating Jordan's History and Culture" 
at 

The National Museum of Natural History 

October 17th 2003 

"Jordan: The Royal Tour" 
The Baird Auditorium at 12:OOpm 

Opening with His Majesty King Abdullah I /  bin AI-Hussein riding his 
motorcycle through the red and dusty desert, this film is 

an eye-opening journey through one of the most exotic countries in 
the 

Middle East From the craggy peaks of Wadi Rum to the depths of 
the Red Sea, 

or the beauty of Petra and the Dead Sea to the Roman ruins of Jerash, or 
climbing the rock formations at Wadi Mujib 1300 feet below sea level to 

encountering a Bedouin Camel Guard, the sights of Jordan are breath-taking 
Explore Jordan's History and Culture with the Experts 

The Baird Auditorium, 1 00pm-4.00pm 

Lectures by renown experts will also be discussing Jordanian archeology, 
modern Jordan, and museum conservators' efforts at saving the remarkabie ancient relics of 
Jordan. A slide-illustrated lecture and discussion program with Dr. DonOitner on the early 

Bronze Age tombs at Bab ed-Dhra Ms Nihad 
Shabbar on Jordanian pre-history; Ms. Carol Grissom, on the Ain Gharai statue conservation 

project; and Ms. Vivian Ronay on the Bedouintribes at Petra 



TO Page 1 of 1 10 35 43 Piul. 10il2103 5413023099 . 

October  12. 2 0 0 3  

Chairman Hichae l  K Povell 
Federal Communications Commission 
4.15 1 2 t h  s t r e e t .  NIJ 
Washington. D C 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Powell  

I am w r i t i n g  to  voice my o p p o s i t i o n  to  an;. FCC-m,indated adopt,lon of " b r o a d c a s t  
f l a g "  t echno logy  for d i g i t a l  t e l e v i s i o n  As ,3 c n n s ' m e r  end t i t l z e n .  I feel  
s t . rnngly  tha.r s u c h  a p o l i c y  would be bad fo r  1nno:ration. consumer r i g h t s .  a,nd t h e  
u l t i m a t e  a d o p t i o n  of DTV 

A r o b u s t .  c o m p e t i t i v e  market f o r  consumer e l e c t . r o n i c s  must. be  ronred i n  
m a n u f a c t u r e r s '  ability to i n n o v a t e  for t h e i r  Smstoxers k l l o v i n g  nmyvie studios t o  
.ieto f e a . t u r e s  of DTU-reception equipment v i 1 1  e n z b l e  t h e  s tud ios  to te l l  
t e c h n o l o g i s t s  what new prodi1ct.s t h e y  t a n  create T h i s  vi11 result i n  p r o d u c t s  
t h a t  d o n ' t  n e c e s s a r i l y  reflect rvhat. consumers like me sct,n,%?l:r n a n t .  and i t .  could 
r e s u l t  i n  me b e i n g  c h a r g e d  mnre money for i n f e r i o r  fun:t.ionalit.y 

I f  t h e  FCC issues a broadcast .  f l a g  mandate .  I would ar_t.uall;. be less l i k e l y  to 
make a n  inves tmen t  i n  DTV-capably r e c e i v e r s  ,end o t h e r  equipnent.  I o i l 1  not. pay 
mnre for devises tha.t  l i m i t  my r i g h t s  a t  t h e  behest, sxf Ho1l:vood P l e a s e  do not. 
mandate b r o a d c a s t  f l a g  t echno loay  f o r  d i g i t a l  t.ele::i-inn Thank. you f o r  your  t i m e  

S i n c e r e l y  

Nichae l  G o l l a h e r  
3 9 0 3  T a f t  St, 
Boise. ID 8 3 7 0 3  
1JSA 
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October 12, 2003 

Chairman Michael IC Powell 
Federal Communicahons Commission 
445 12th Street, WY' 
Washingon, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am vnhng to voice my opposihon to any FCC-mandated adophon of "broadcast fld' technology for &std 
television. As a consumer and cihzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovahon, consumer 
nghts, and the ulhmate adophon of DTV 

H robust, compehhve market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacrirers' ability to innovate for 
that customers. Allovmg movie studos to veto features of Dn'-recephon equipment s d l  enable the sntaios to 
tell technologsts what nev products they can create. This  nil1 result Ln products that don't necessarily reflect 
vhat consumers like me actudlywant, and It could result in me bemg charged more money for :nfenor 
funchondity. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be leas likely to make ai investment in DTV.cap~ble 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my nghts at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology far distal televxmn. Thmk you for your hme. 

Sincerely, 

Beau Huber 
101 Spruce St 
PO Box 386 
Wilton, IA 52776 
Uj.4 
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October 12, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to voice my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon 01 "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televl~lon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad lor lnnovatlon, c o w ~ m c r  rights, and the ultimate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, campetltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manutacturers' sb l l l ty !~ Irnovate for their 
customers Allowlng movie studlos to veto leatures ot DTV-receptlon equlpment wIII enab'e the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create This wlll result In products that don't necessarlly rellect what consuners like me 
actually want, and It could rawl t  In me belng charged more money for lnlerlor lunctlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate I would actually be less llkely to make an lnvestme~t In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more lor devlceo that llmlt my rlghts at the behest 0' Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast llag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you tor your tlme 

slncerely, 

Donald McFall 
1909 Oxlord St 
Houoton, TX 77008 
USA 
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October 12, 2003 

Chuman Michael IC Poivell 
Federal Communlcahons Commission 
445 12th Street, V X  
Washingon, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am n'nhng to voice my opposlhon to any FCC-mandated adophon. of "broadcast flag" technology for digul 
telmision. As a customer and cihzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be destruchve to mnovahon, 
consumer nghts, and the ulhmate adophon of Dn'. Further, it puts the interests of one g o u p  fthe 
entertmment industji ahead of the leghmate interests of the rest of the county. That would b e  exceedngly 
bad policy, and one hopes that the interests of the public vd1 be considered ahead of the interests of one 
vell-monied goup. 

A robust, compehhve market for consumer electronics must be rooted in mmufactuers' abdity to mnovate for 
their customers. Allowngmovle sru&os to veto features of DTT'-recephon equtpment wll enable the smdtos to 
tell technologsts vhat new products they can create. This uill result In products that don't necessanly reflect 
what people like myself actuallysunt, and it could result Ln bemg charged more money for infenor funchondity. 
I t  could also cause users to eschew the n o s  technologes and stdl adopuon of nmwr standards, and cause new 
products to fad in the marketplace. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I ail1 be much less llkely to make M inveshnent in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I d l  not pay more for dencei that limit my nghtr at t h e  behest of Hollyvaod. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for dgul telewslon. ?hank y x  for your hme. 

Sincerely, 

Joe Brockmmer 
7520 E Haniard Ave 
Unit 305 
Denver, CO 60131 
u2.4 
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October 12, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton. D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon 01  roadca cast llag" technology lor dlgltal televlslon A9 a 
consumer and cltlzen, I lee1 strongly that sucn a pollcy would be ban lor lnnovat'on, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoption of DTV 

A robus! competltve market lor consumer electronlcs must be rooted In maiulacturers' ablllty to Innovate lor thelr 
customers Allowing movle studlos to veto features of DlV-reception equlpment will enable the studios to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create This wlll result In products that don't necessarlly rellecf what consuners like me 
actually want, and It could result In me being charged more money lor Inlorlor lunctlonallty 

I1 the FCC Iswes a broadcast flag mandate I would actually be less llkeiy to make an Investment In DlV-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment. I will not pay more lor devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast llag technology lor dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely 

Bryan Johns 
4145 Grass Farm Road 
Wetumpha, AL 36092 
USA 
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0c:obcr 12,2003 

C h h a n  Michael K Powell 
F c d c d  Cammunications Commission 
445 12th Sbeet, N W  
Wosxington, D C 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I em unkg t o  voice my oppomtion to any FCC-mandated adoption of  "broaduaat flag" technology for &$tal television. Arr B conmner 
and ciIjzcn, I fed  strongiy that such a policy would be bad for hovat ion,  consumer riphta, nnd thc ul tkate  adoption of DTV 

.4 robust, competitive mnrket for con~umcr clcctronics must be rooted in mmufncwers' nbility to movatc  forth& CuBtomem .~Jowing 
mm<e studios to Yet0 features of DTV-reception equipment ufi enable the studios to tell tec:inala$ata what n ~ u '  products they can 
create This Wiu rcault in producti that don't necessanly reflect what canmmeia !ikc me actudly want, And it could remlt in me beine 
charged more money for infenor functionality 

I f  the FCC issues a broadcwt flag manbate, I would actudy be less mely to m&c an wcstmcnt in Dn'.capablc receivers and other 
equipment. I u4l not pny more for deL<cea that limit my  right^ at the brhcrt of Holl>vood Please do not mandate broadcast flag 
technology for diejtd television. Tnank you for your time 

Sincerely, 

Keith \vac1cna 
5337  S HydrPark305  
Clucago, IL 60615 
us.* 
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k r o b e r  1 2 .  2 0 0 3  

Chairman Michael K P o v e l l  
Federal Communications Sommission 
115 1 2 t h  S t ree t .  NU 
l h s h i n g t o n .  D 1: 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Ponel l .  

I am w r i t i n g  to voice my o p p o s i t i o n  t o  any FSS-mandated adopt.ion of " b r o a d c a s t  
f l a g "  technology f o r  d i g i t a l  t e l e v i s i o n  h s  a cnnsumer and c i t i z e n .  I feel 
s t r o n g l y  that. s u c h  a p o l i c y  would be bad for inno?a. t ion.  cnnsumer r i q h t s .  and t h o  
u l t i m a t e  adnpt.ion of DTV 

h r o b u s t .  compet.itive market f o r  consumer ele~tr,~nic:~ mast. be  rooted in 
m a n u f a c t u r e r s '  a b i l i t y  t.o i n n o o a t e  for t h e i r  cus tomer3  Allowing movie studios to  
71er.o f e a t u r e s  of DTV-reception ecluipment !?ill eca.ble  t h e  s tudioh t o  t.ell 
technologists v h a t  new p r o d u c t s  t h e y  can create This \?ill re su l t .  i n  product.s 
t h a t  don ' t ,  necessarily reflect uhat, consumers  11k.e me actnal1:r want.  and it. c o u l d  
result. in me b e i n g  c h a r g e d  more money f o r  I n f e r i o r  func t . iona . l i ty  

I f  the FCC issues a broadcast .  f l a g  mandate .  I w u l d  a.zt.aalljr b c  less l i i r e l y  t.o 
make XI inves tment  in DTV-capable r e c e i ~ e r ~  and o t h e r  e q u i p r e n t  I ,will not. pay 
more for  d e v i c e s  tha, t  l i m i t  my r i g h t s  at t h e  b e h e s t  of Holljrvood Please do not. 
mandate broadcast .  f l a g  t e c h n o l o T j  for d i g i t . a l  t.ele.:risinn Thank. 7011 f o r  your  t i m e  

.3 i ncerel y , 

Adam Kegs 
2 3 5 3  H F i e l d  St. 
Apt. 7 4 3  

IJSA 

r 

n a i h s .  TX 7 5 2 0 1  
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Octobcr 12,2003 

&&an Michacl K Powell 
Fedcinl Comrnunhtionns Commirsim 
448 12th Street, IZW 
IvorhLigton, D C 20554 

Dear Michael PowcU, 

I m unting to ask you not to approve or mandote my broadcast flag tcchulow for &&tal tclcvision 

.%e a scientist, I do not haw the luxury of b&g able to bc home and watching my tclcvisian whcncvcr a pi'o@nm nice I thcrcforc 
regulsriy '&ne-atif? pxogms uebs a Btnndmd andog VCR. 

Tnc present propoad B m  the M P . a  would result 
protoctcd under the Fair ulic exemptions to copyright law, and it is auppoticd by the techaloe). I presently have Plcasc be aerured that I 
uiJ not purchasc new equipment if it unee broadcaat flogs to remove rights that I prcacntly haw: nl) matter haw much @harper thc P;cturc 
rnny be 

teleb%ion sipals that I c m o t  I C L I O ? ~  and m&c '16e of a8 I choosc 7% r4&t ie 

Smcctcly, 

.%lk Widgc 
5600 WmhnU Road 
1603 
Pinsburch, PA 18217 
USA 
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Octobcr 12,2003 

Chalman Michael K Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
44s 12th strrct,x1v 
Washington, D C 20534 

Dear hIichael Powell, 

I am U n b g  to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandatcd adoption of"brondcnat dag" trcholoe). for $@td television ,&e a consumer 
and citkcn, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bnd for innovation, c o n f i m c ~  tight*, and the uldmntc ndoption of DTV 

.4 robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufnc;urrra' ability to movate for thcir cufitomem .Uowing 
movie etudias to veto features of DW-reception equipment 
crest@ TNB will result in products that don't n e c e m d y  reflect whnt ConnUmeTe U c  me nctudy wmtnt, and it could result in me baing 
chorged more money for inferior f u n c t i o d t y  

If the FCC iaeuer B broadcmt flag mandate, I would actudy be lers &ely to mnlrc an Yrvc&ntmcnt in Dn'.cnpablc receivers and other 
equipment. I wdl not pay more for debices that h i t  my right9 at the behaar of Hollywood. Plcnse do not mandate broadcaet flag 
techolo@,y for digjtal television T h d  you for your h e  

enable the studins to tcll tec:inolo&ta what new products they can 

Sulccrcly, 

Peter Burdine 
7193 I f ? .  .Amherst St 
LaM@aa,C.I91941 
US.& 
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Federa 1 Cummimicat j.ons Comnission 
1;15 1 2 t h  Strset.. NTJ 
Uashington .  D C 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael P o ~ u e l l  

I am ,:siting t.o voice my o p p o s i t i o n  t.o any  FCC-nm-,dated a d o p t i o n  o f  
f l a g "  t echno logy  for d i g i t a l  t e l e v i s i o n  As a consumer a.nd c i t i z e n .  I feel  
s t r o n g l y  that, s u c h  a. p o l i c y  *mill be  bad f o r  innooat , ion .  consumer r i g h t s .  a.nd t h e  
ir1t.imaf.e adopt.ion o f  DTV 

A roblist .  c o m p e t i t i v e  market f o r  consumer e l e c t . r o n i c s  nmst. be  rooted i n  
nmni i f ac tu re r s '  a b i l i t y  10 l n n o n a t e  t o r  t h e i r  ciistomers Aliouilng movie s t u d l o s  to  
,veto f*a t .ures  of DTV-reception equipment w i l l  e n a b l e  t.he s t u d i o s  t o  t e l l  
rechno1ogist .s  ,ahat new products they can c r e a t e  T h i s  will re su l t .  i n  p r o d u c t s  
t,ha' d o n ' t .  n e c e s s a r i l y  re f lec t  ,$hat, consumers  l i k e  me a.ct,ua.ll,? v a n t .  .and i t ,  could 
r e s u l t  i n  me b e i n g  cha rged  more mwey for i n f e r i o r  funct.iona1it.y 

I f  t h e  F5C issues a b r o a d c a s t  f l a g  mandate.  I yo,ild ac t . ua l ly  be less I i L e l y  to 
make a n  investment. i n  DTV-capable receivess and o t h e r  equipment. I v i 1 1  not. pay 
more fo r  d e v i c e s  t h a t  i i m i t  my r i g h t s  at. t h e  b e h e s t  of Hollg!rood P l e a s e  do n o t  
mandate b r o a d c a s t  f l a g  t cchno loga  for d i g i t a l  t e l e v i s i o n  Thank. yon f o r  yo111 t.ime 

r .sincerely. 

"broadcast .  

Darrell 'Jana.man 
3333  S lJadsuort.h Blod Uni t  E-104 PMB 49 
?ME 4 9  
Lakewood. WJ 8 0 2 2 7  
IJSA 
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October 12, 2003 

Ch&rman Michael IC Powell 
Federal Communicabons Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for dgtal 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie S t U d t 0 5  to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the 5 h l d i 0 5  to 
tell techoologsts what new products they can create. Th i s  will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
whit  coosumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for infenor 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcart flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
ceceivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my r ights  at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Matthew Andrew 
2505 Correa Road 
Honolulu, HI 96822 
USA 
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October 12, 2003 

Chairman Michael K Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of '"broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technoloqy for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely 

Nathaniel Smith 
2390 Parker Apt. 6 6  
Berkeley. CA 94704 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federa Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon. AS a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the uitlmate 
adoptlon of DTV. 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturen' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
Customen. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlil enable the studlos to tell technoioglsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers llke me 
actually wdnt, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for dwlces that llmlt my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltel televlslon. Thank you for your the.  

Slncerely, 

BenJamin Schlcker 
1213 Jackson St. #210 
Omaha, NE 68102 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 
A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

John Viglione 
110 Hillcrest Avenue 
Erie, PA 16509 
USA 
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October 1 1 , 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrtlng to volce my opposklon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlglal televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoprlon of D N .  

A robust, compettive market fer consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' abllky to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the otudlos to tell technologists 
what new products they can create. This wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumen like me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonalky 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate;I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlgha at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Khamls Hammoudeh 
8011 N 7th St Apt 1044 
Phoenk, AZ 85020 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

C h i m a n  Michiel K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag' technology for &@tal 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This  will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my r ights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Jay Ossiander 
3330 Hickory Crest Dr. 
Marietta, GA 30064 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Chairman Michael IC Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I m writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag4' technology for &@tal 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and t h e  ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the  studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality, 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Daniel Aveey 
1231 8th Ave 
Apt 1 
San Francisco, CA 94122 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Burl Flansburg 
1512 S. Warren Ave 
Butte, MT 59701 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Chalrrnan Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Cornmunlcatlons Cornrnlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltpl televlslon. As a 
consumer and ctlren, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon. consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competltive market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' abllny to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlan equlpment wlll enable the otudlos to tell technologlots 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necesoarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonallty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable receivers 
and other equipment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlglta televlslon. Thank you for your the.  

Slncerel y, 

Marc Freedman 
6956 Kenwood 
Dallas, TX 75214 
USA 
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October I I ,  2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my oppomition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "brosdcast flag" technology for digital televbion. Am a c o n m e r  
and citizen. I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, conmuner right#. and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robuof competitive market for conoumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturen' ability to innovste for their cuetomen. Allowing 
movie shldio8 to veto fealures of DTV-reception equipment wiU enable the eh~dios to tell technologisb what new producb they C M  

create. This will result in products that don't neoessdy  reflect what consumen like me actually want, and it could result in me beins 
chsged more money for inferior h c t i o n d t y .  

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandste, I would achldy be less likely to make an investment in DTV-cspable receiven and other 
equipment. I will not pny more for devices that limit my righb at the behest of Hollywood. Plesle do not mandate broadcast flag 
technology for digital televidon. T h d  you for your rime. 

Sincerely, 

Andrew Shearer 
198 Wayland Avenue 
Providence, RI 02906 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

C h i m a n  Michael IC Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for c h g d  
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell techbologists what new products they can create. This  will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what cobsumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less l ihly to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment I will not pay moce for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. 'hank  you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Tommy Costales 
5088 Towering Oaks Ave 
Marrero, LA 70072 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgta televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlzen. I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the Ultimate 
adoptlon of D N .  

A robust, competltive market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equlprnent wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlots 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't neeessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable receivers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlglta televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Joel Anderson 
945 East Sterllng Drive 
Spanlsh Fork, UT 84660 
USA 
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October 11,2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federd Communicstions Commission 
445 12thStrcefNW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am WTiting to voiee my opposition to any FCC-mandated sdoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digital television A# a consume8 
and citizen. I feel strongly that such s policy would be bad for hovst ion,  consumer rights, and the u l h s t e  sdoption of DTY. 

A robuif competitive mu!& for consumer electmdcs must be rooted in mpnufschwen' ability to h o v a t e  for their customers Allowing 
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they can 
create. This will r e d  in products thst don't necessarily reflect what consumen Wie me actudy want, and it could result h me being 
charged more money for inferior hmctiondiy. 

If the FCC ismes a broadcsst flag mandate, I would ac tudy  be less likely to mnke an investment in DTV-capsble receivers and other 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that h i t  my right@ at the behest of HoUywood. Please do not mandste broadcast flag 
technology for digital television. Thank you for your h e  

Sincerely, 

Charles Plater 
18656 Lennnne 
Redford, MI 48240 
USA 
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October 1 I ,  2003 

Chairman Michsel K. PoweU 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Wawhington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Micheel Powell, 

1 am Writkg to voice my opposition to m y  FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digitpl television. h a coniumer 
and citizm, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the u l h a t e  adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronici must be rooted in manufnchuen' ability to innovate for their customen. Allowing 
movie ltudios to veto feahuei of DTV-reception equipment will enable the shldiow to tell teehnologiitl whnt new productl they CM 

create. Thin will result in producb thst don't necessarily reflect what conuumen &e me actually want, and it could result in me being 
charged mora money for inferior h c t i o n d t y ,  

If the FCC iusueu a broadcast flag mandate, I would s c t u d y  be lesu likely to mdie M investment in DTV-capsble receiven and other 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that h i t  my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate brcsdcast flag 
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

SinOdY, 

Tim Coen 
3119LynchAveSouthWest 
Maasillon, OH 44646 
USA 


